Eleutherodactylus lentus, thought to be endemic to the US Virgin Islands, is now found on Jost Van Dyke in the nearby British Virgin Islands, where previous surveys have failed to note it. This poses an unusual conundrum. If the new record represents human-aided dispersal, then control actions may be appropriate, even though the species is categorized as at risk in its native range. However, it is possible that this population is native to Jost Van Dyke, and was not previously recorded because of methodological issues. In that case, protection would be warranted. Interviews with researchers and locals suggest the former scenario is more likely.
Eleutherodactylus lentus, sometimes misleadingly called the mute frog, is only known from the US Virgin Islands (USVI; Platenberg and Boulon, 2006) . The species is considered Endangered (IUCN et al., 2004) because of its geographically limited range and development-caused reduction of its semi-xeric habitat. However, the species is locally abundant in some areas (Platenberg and Boulon, 2006) . The mute frog has never been documented in the British Virgin Islands (BVI; Perry and Gerber, 2006) , nor is it documented as invasive elsewhere (Lever, 2003) . However, other members of the genus Eleutherodactylus are frequently invasive (Lever, 2003) .
In early October 2007, I located several specimens of E. lentus at Great Harbour (18 • 26 42 N, 64 • 45 02 W) on Jost Van Dyke. The first was collected during daylight, under a wooden board in the back yard of Foxy's Bar, at the east end of Great Harbour. This popular beach bar receives visitors, primarily arriving by yacht, from throughout the area. A nocturnal visit a few days later showed the presence of many additional frogs at that locality, some of them calling from underneath objects on the ground (despite the inapt common name). Additional specimens were seen and heard, and one collected, at the west end of Great Harbour, a few hundred meters away from the first population. At that location, small puddles of fresh water were present among considerable amounts of refuse. Identity of the frogs (MCZ A-139005 -139007, Museum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard University) was verified from photographs by Renata Platenberg and Blair Hedges.
Clearly, E. lentus now exists on Jost Van Dyke. The question, then, is whether these frogs represent a new colonization or a previously-undiscovered native population. Important policy decisions depend on the answer. If the species is native, it should probably be protected in the BVI, much as it is in the USVI. Conversely, if the species is recently introduced and potentially invasive, it should probably be eradicated before the population expands further to avoid possible impacts to native species. Although both scenarios are plausible, a recent introduction appears to be the more likely explanation. In recent decades, herpetologists have repeatedly surveyed the BVI without finding this species, as part of a multi-year, multi-island herpetological survey program operated out of Guana Island (e.g., Ovaska et al., 2000) . Most recently, searching for invasive species has been a focus of these studies, which did not identify any unexpected species on Jost Van Dyke as recently as October 2006 (J. Lazell, pers. comm.; G. Perry, unpubl. data). Moreover, locals on Jost Van Dyke that were questioned about the frog had not noticed it and had no insight about the timing of its arrival or the mechanism involved. In contrast, they spoke knowingly of Eleutherodactylus congeners previously found on the island (Ovaska et al., 2000) .
There is no indication of ornamental plants being recently introduced to Jost Van Dyke. Recent construction, materials for which are typically brought in by un-sanitized barge from the USVI, suggests a likely source for this population, probably between October 2006 and October 2007. If it is indeed a new arrival, E. lentus could conceivably compete with native frogs. The population appears localized, and eradication should be feasible. However, given the status of the species in the nearby USVI, appropriate action is not immediately clear.
